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Selica Potter, Acting Clerk to the Board S50 Hearing
State Water Resources Control Board
Executive Office

1001 T Street, 24™ Floor SWRCa
Sacramento, CA 95814 Executive Ofg,

Dear Ms. Pottor;

Subject: COMMENT LETTER ~ 1/25/06 PUBLIC HEARING FOR SSORP

Thank you for the opportunity to participate by written submission regarding the proposed
Sanitary Sewer Overflow Reduction Program. The District would like to take this
opportunity to commend the State Board for taking the Waste Discharge Requirement
approach, rather than turning to an NPDES permit program.

Enclosed are the Districts comments regarding the electronic reporting system, the
provisions, the time schedule for application, preventing illicit infiltration and inflow into the
system, and reporting minor spills.

If you have any questions, please call Olivia Todd, Engineering Technician, extension 2200.

Yours very truly,
S
Steve Bigley
Water Quality Manager
Enclosure/lfa§
OT:sa\engrwes\ 06\ an potter-comment Yemer
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Coachella Valley Water District Comments

Draft 12/5/2003 State Water Resources Control Board Ovrder No. 2006- Statewide
General Waste Discharge Requirements for Wastewater Collection System
Agencies:

1. Finding 9. This plan requires uniform SSO reports and electronic reporting. The
full details of this reporting program are not available for comment. The
regulated community deserves the opportunity to evaluate this system and provide
public comment prior to the adoption of this reporting requirement.

We understand some CTWQS reporting systems include fields that are filled in by
the program based on calculations or decision trees that are not obvious during
data entry. Responsible persons for sewer agencies can not properly certify data
that is created by the reporting system and may not be representative of the
observed event.

The requirement to perform electronic reporting can be added at a later date once
the reporting system has been fully developed and vetted. The District opposes
adopting the requirement to perform electronic SSO reporting at this time. Instead
Finding 9 should read “A uniform SSO reporting and centralized statewide
electronic database system is being developed at this time. When the system is
completed a public comment period will be provided prior to adding this
electronic reporting requirement to the general wastc discharge requirements for
wastewater collection system agencies.” '

2. Finding21. The State Water Board finds that “The State Water Board conducted
a public hearing on January 19, 2006™. This statement includes an incorrect date
that should be revised.

3. Definition t. Sanitary Sewer Overflow - The definition for sanitary sewer
overflow fails to define the quantity of a sanitary sewer overflow that needs to be
reported because it may pose a risk to public health or the environment in
accordance 1o section 13271 of the Califormia Water Code. Section 2250, chapter
9.2, title 23 of the California Code of Regulations defines this quantity to be any
unauthorized discharge of 1,000 gallons or more. This criteria needs to be added
to this definition.

4. Application reguirement I. The 3-month deadline for applying for coverage
under this order is too short. This is a new program being applied to a complex
system which has not been permitted in the past. Agencies will need time to
allocate resources to compiete this application. An unreasonable schedule will
only result in unnecessary administrative compliance failures and reduce the
chances of a successful implementation. The District requests 6-months to submit
the application for all population classes.

5. Provision 3. This provision includes the requircment that “The Enrollee shall take
all feasible steps to eliminate SSOs.” The phrase “all feasible steps™ is too vague.




